DISCLAIMER
This electronic version of an SCC order isfor informational purposes only and is not an official document of the
Commission. An official copy may be obtained from the Clerk of the Commission, Document Control Center.

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA

STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
AT RI CHVOND, AUGUST 21, 2002
APPLI CATI ON OF
THE CITY OF BRI STOL CASE NO. PUC-2002-00126
For a certificate of public
conveni ence and necessity to
provi de | ocal exchange
t el ecomuni cati ons services

and for interimoperating
authority

ORDER

On August 5, 2002, the City of Bristol d/b/a Bristol
Virginia Uilities Board (“Bristol” or “Applicant”) conpleted
an application with the State Corporation Conmi ssion
(“Comm ssion”) for a certificate of public convenience and
necessity to provide | ocal exchange tel ecomruni cations
services in the cities of Bristol and Norton and the counties
of Washi ngton, Scott, Lee, Wse, Russell, Tazewell, Snyth, and
Grayson; and for interimoperating authority to operate as a
| ocal exchange carrier. The initial application filed by
Bristol was anended on July 8, July 19, July 25, 2002, and
conpl eted on August 5, 2002.

On August 12, 2002, Central Tel ephone Conpany of Virginia

and United Tel ephone- Sout heast, Inc. (jointly, “Sprint”),


http://www.state.va.us/scc/contact.htm#General

filed a Notice of Participation and an objection to Bristol’s
request for interimoperating authority.

On August 16, 2002, the Comm ssion issued an Order for
Noti ce and Coment (“Order”). The Order, anong other things,
docketed this case, required public notice of the application,
and denied Bristol interimoperating authority.

On August 21, 2002, Bristol filed an Answer to the
obj ection of Sprint and, pursuant to Rule 5 VAC 5-20-110 of
the Commi ssion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (“Rules”), a
Motion for Reconsideration of InterimAuthority (“Mtion”).
Bristol noves the Commi ssion to reconsider its decision
concerning interimoperating authority and to grant Bri stol
interimauthority to permit it to continue its operation in
t he Commonweal th of Virginia, while the Comm ssion reviews its
application and oversees its operations.

NOW UPON CONSI DERATI ON of the Mdtion, the Comm ssion wll
reconsi der our decision denying interimoperating authority.
G ven the need to tinmely rule on this matter, we nmodify the
time periods provided by Rule 5 VAC 5-20-110 of the
Comm ssion’s Rules for responses and replies. Any response to
the Motion shall be filed on or before August 30, 2002. Any
reply shall be filed on or before Septenber 6, 2002. In

addition, we nodify the text of the public notice required in



Ordering Paragraph (3) of the Order to renove reference to the
Commi ssion’s denial of interimoperating authority.

Accordingly, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

(1) Responses to the Mdtion shall be filed on or before
August 30, 2002.

(2) Replies to any response shall be filed on or before
Sept enber 6, 2002.

(3) The follow ng paragraph included in the notice
required by Ordering Paragraph (3) of the Comm ssion’s Order
for Notice and Comment, dated August 16, 2002, shall be
stricken in its entirety:

By its procedural Order dated
August 16, 2002, the Comm ssion
deni ed the Applicant’s request for
interimoperating authority. A
copy of this Order may be vi ewed
at the Conmmi ssion’s website at

http://ww/ state.va. us/ scc.

(4) This matter is continued generally.



